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FISH SCREEN CRITERIA ' | .

POSED PROBLEM: Some diverters haye expressed a reluctance to screen their diversions
because the federal and state agencies with regulatory responsibilities have different fish screen
criteria and the diverters feel they may be unable to oomply with the various, and possibly
conflicting requirements.

CURRENT SITUATION Each agency recognizes that spec1ﬁc screef projects s m ire
individual evalvation and their fish screen specifications contain adequg »{‘ flex ;; ty to adjust to
different needs (different species, different hydrologic condﬁ:ons etcd 4 ' fcations generally .
include requlrements for screen location in still waters, vepieah 4

facﬂf:y which, in turn, dictate the specific screen criterigh™ c"
are the most stringent for the protection of the fish spec
required and accepted by all of the resource and rggél

Historically, the regulatory agencies all Work Soi2
the screen criteria to be used at a particulg ‘,,gﬂ 1versiq 3
. We are unable to document any instancgtlh whlc A
have prevented a specific project froy

iment tha¢ ifferences in existing agency criteria . .
screen projects, it would be ideal if we
5ty agencies on performance standards and a
_popose that the Anadromous Fish Screen
: ,Techmcal Team and its Interagency Steering (Policy)

PROPOSAL Although we are gn§
have been an impediment to %;»' i
could achiegia formal copd '-:va

' txfy Hr d make the dlvertmg community aware of the minimum
giite to all of the agencies.
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sions should involgs all of the regulatory agencies in theu* projects as soon as p0351ble We
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